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Saying  “Yes!”:  Citizen’s  Summit  Success 

Readers  of  Friends  Bulletin  may  recall  our  June, 
1986,  issue  in  which  Friends  were  urged  to  take 
responsible  actions  for  ending  governmental  poli- 
tical stalemates  regarding  the  production  and  testing 
of  nuclear  weapons  and  nuclear  power  issues. 

“Global  networks  of  concerned  persons  already 
exist.  . . We  must  discuss  all  possible  alternatives 
for  living  in  a disarmed  and  energy-safe  world.  We 
must  take  the  first  possible  steps  across  our  mili- 
tarized borders  to  meet  together.  . . Can  we 
together.  . . refuse  to  cooperate  any  longer  with 
this  nuclear  disaster  scenario,  and  by  acting  both 
locally  and  globally  create  a life-giving,  life- 
renewing  script?” 

Happily  such  actions  as  called  for  had  just  been 
finalized  on  May  28,  1986,  by  scientists  of  the 
Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  (NRDC)  of 
New  York  City  and  their  Soviet  counterparts  in 
the  Soviet  Academy  of  Sciences  who  reached  an 
historic  agreement  to  establish  three  seismic  moni- 
toring stations  around  the  principle  nuclear  test 
sites  in  each  country.  This  is  the  first  time  the 
Soviet  Union  has  allowed  foreign  nationals  on  its 
soil  to  monitor  for  nuclear  tests.  This  agreement 
demonstrates  that  verification  is  no  longer  an  ob- 
stacle to  a Comprehensive  Test  Ban  Treaty  (CTB). 

Friends  and  all  who  yearn  for  global  peace 
applaud  such  concrete  cooperative  action. 

What  many  Friends  may  not  know  is  that  two 
of  the  scientists  involved  in  the  seismic  monitoring 
project,  James  Brune  and  Keith  Priestley,  are  associ- 
ated with  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends.  Jim 
Brune,  former  clerk  of  La  Jolla  (CA)  Meeting  and 
co-director  of  the  project,  has  written  his  personal 
reflections  of  the  events  for  this  issue  of  Friends 
Bulletin.  The  challenge  of  living  one’s  spiritual 
values  in  the  world  is  amply  illustrated  by  Jim 
Brune’s  account  of  this  significant  break-through 
in  U.S.-U.S.S.R.  relations. 

Included  here  also  is  an  enlarged  'Forum  Page” 
to  afford  many  Friends  an  opportunity  to  com- 
municate their  insights  on  the  issues  of  same-sex 
marriages,  euthanasia  for  the  terminally  ill,  the 
language  of  Faith  and  Practice,  and  other  topics. 

We  invite  responses  to  'Forum  Page”  contents, 
as  well.  Shirley  Ruth 
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Reflections  on  a U.S.-U.S.S.R. 

Cooperative  Experiment 
December,  1986 
Jim  Brune,  La  Jolla  Meeting 

Surprising  developments  in  the  summer  of  1986 
led  to  the  first  U.S.-U.S.S.R.  cooperative  installation 
of  a prototype  nuclear  test  monitoring  system 
around  the  Soviet  test  site  in  Kazakhstan,  U.S.S.R. 

I am  writing  this  article  to  share  some  of  my  experi- 
ences in  this  project  and  to  reflect  upon  their  mean- 
ing from  not  only  a technical  point  of  view,  but 
also  from  a political,  human  and  religious  perspec- 
tive. 

Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  and  Soviet 
Academy  of  Sciences  Reach  Historic  Agreement 

On  about  the  first  of  June,  1986,  University  of 
California,  San  Diego,  Geophysicist  Jon  Berger  and 
I,  a UCSD  seismologist,  were  informed  by  Charles 
Archambeau,  a seismologist  from  the  University  of 
Colorado,  that  the  Natural  Resources  Defense 
Council  (NRDC)  and  the  Soviet  Academy  of 
Sciences  had  reached  agreement  on  a project  to  in- 
stall three  seismic  monitoring  stations  around  the 
Soviet  nuclear  test  site  in  Kazakhstan  (KTS),  to 
be  followed  by  similar  installations  around  the 
Nevada  Test  Site  (NTS).1  We  were  asked  if  we 
would  be  willing  to  supervise  the  technical  aspects 
of  the  project,  including  site  selection,  purchase 
and  installation  of  equipment,  data  recording  and 
analysis,  and  overall  interpretation  of  the  scientific 
results,  all  in  cooperation  with  Soviet  colleagues. 
Although  neither  Jon  Berger  nor  I had  anticipated 
the  possibility  of  spending  such  a large  amount  of 
time  as  would  necessarily  be  involved,  we  both 
saw  the  great  potential  of  the  project,  in  terms  not 
only  of  the  unique  and  important  scientific  data 
which  would  be  collected,  but  also  in  the  apparent 
political  breakthrough  indicated  by  the  Soviet 
initiative  to  work  with  U.S.  scientists  and  move 
toward  resolution  of  some  of  the  political  and 
technical  problems  which  had  for  years  been  cited 
in  arguments  against  a Comprehensive  Test  Ban 
Treaty  (CTB).  This  project  in  particular  addresses 
the  problem  of  in-country  operation  of  foreign 
monitoring  stations. 


The  Soviet  position  in  previous  negotiations  has 
been  that  the  problem  is  primarily  a political  one 
and  that  once  an  agreement  to  stop  testing  was 
reached  the  technical  details  could  easily  and  quick- 
ly be  worked  out.  The  U.S.  position,  on  the  other 
hand,  has  put  a great  deal  more  emphasis  on  the 
technical  problems  of  verification,  indicating  at 
times  that  these  were  the  main  obstacles  to  a CTB 
since,  if  they  were  not  worked  out,  the  U.S.  could 
not  be  sure  the  Soviets  were  not  cheating  on  the 
test  ban  and,  thereby,  gaining  military  advantage. 

However,  statements  from  the  administration 
since  this  NRDC  project  was  initiated  have  suggested 
that  even  if  the  verification  problems  were  solved, 
the  U.S.  would  still  wish  to  continue  testing  for 
other  military  and  technical  reasons. 

The  Project  Takes  Shape 

Because  of  the  exciting  scientific  and  cooperative 
potential  of  the  project,  Jon  and  I undertook  it  en- 
thusiastically. We  were  joined  by  Keith  Priestley 
of  the  University  of  Nevada  who  had  an  ongoing 
program  related  to  verification  problems  there. 


Jim  Brune  and  Charles  Archambeau, 
Nuclear  Test  Ban  Verification  Team 
in  the  field  near  Karkaralinsk,  U.S.S.R. 


Keith  attends  Reno  Meeting.  The  first  challenge 
presented  to  us  was  that  the  Soviets  wanted  the 
recording  to  begin  immediately  to  publicize  the 
(Continued  on  page  100) 
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(Reflections:  Cont.  from  page  99) 
changed  situation,  and  to  have  concrete  evidence  of 
the  successful  initiation  of  the  project  by  the  time 
of  an  international  conference  on  technical  issues 
related  to  the  arms  race  which  was  to  be  held  in 
Moscow  in  early  July.  From  a purely  technical 
point  of  view  we  also  wanted  to  get  preliminary  re- 
sults to  understand  better  the  problems  which 
might  be  involved  in  final  installation  and  opera- 
tion. For  these  reasons  we  decided  to  dedicate  our 
standby  seismic  monitoring  equipment,  which  was 
primarily  intended  for  use  after  large  earthquakes, 
by  installing  a temporary  array  in  the  epicentral 
region  to  record  aftershocks.  This  equipment  had 
been  brought  back  recently  from  recording  after- 
shocks of  the  disastrous  Mexico  earthquake  of 
September  19,  1985. 

A team  of  seismologists,  students,  and  techni- 
cians from  UCSD  and  the  University  of  Nevada 
was  quickly  assembled  (along  with  more  than  a ton 
of  equipment  as  excess  baggage)  and  flown  to 
Moscow  on  July  3,  1986.  After  a few  days  of  dis- 
cussion and  planning  in  Moscow,  we  flew  by  jet- 
liner to  Karaganda  and  from  there,  via  a small  fleet 
of  biplanes  which  could  land  on  the  grasslands  of 
the  steppes  of  Central  Asia,  to  our  first  target  area 
near  the  small  Kazak  village  of  Karkaralinsk.  We 
had  our  first  station  recording  by  July  10;  and  in 
subsequent  days  and  weeks  Finished  installing  the 
three  stations  of  Phase  I of  the  experiment.  This 
is  to  be  followed  by  Phase  II  with  more  permanent 
down-hole  equipment  in  the  early  spring  of  1987. 

A symmetrical  experiment  is  planned  for  the 
Nevada  Test  Site.  Unfortunately  the  Soviet 
scientists  were  not  given  unrestricted  visas  to  visit 
Nevada  (visas  to  visit  Nevada  were  contingent  on 
Soviet  willingness  to  participate  in  a yield-level  mon- 
itoring experiment  useful  if  testing  were  to  continue. 
Our  Soviet  colleagues  were  not  physicists  but  seis- 
mologists). The  Soviet  seismologists  accepted  visas 
to  visit  university  laboratories  and  the  equipment 
manufacturers  in  November  1986.  We  brought  rock 
samples  and  photographs  from  Nevada  to  allow  them 
them  to  participate  as  much  as  possible  in  the  final 
selection  of  sites.  In  part,  because  of  the  visa  prob- 
lem, the  Nevada  half  of  the  experiment  has  been 
considerably  delayed  and  Phase  II  equipment  will 


probably  begin  operation  in  late  spring  or  early 
summer. 

Prior  to  undertaking  the  project  I had  decided 
to  move  from  the  University  of  California  to  the 
University  of  Nevada.  However,  I will  continue 
working  with  UCSD  and  the  Soviets  on  this  project, 
but  from  Nevada. 

The  official  U.S.  government  position  has  been 
neither  to  help  nor  hinder  the  project,  and  not  to 
allow  any  governmental  personnel  to  participate. 
The  government,  however,  has  expressed  an  inter- 
est in  the  data  and  has  made  an  official  request  for 
it.  Perhaps  most  disturbing  to  me  as  a scientist  is 
the  fact  that  Lawrence  Livermore  Labs  did  not 
work  with  us  even  though  they  are  technically  our 
colleagues  at  the  University  of  California.  (Their 
primary  funding  by  the  federal  government  is  for 
weapons  programs.) 

Responses  to  the  Project 

The  seismic  monitoring  project  has  generated 
extraordinary  amounts  of  enthusiasm  among  the 
public  and  the  scientists,  students,  and  technicians 
involved,  both  in  the  U.S.  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  and 
has  elicited  widespread  interest  from  the  media. 
Concern  shown  by  both  the  scientific  community 
and  the  public  seems  large  in  proportion  to  the 
actual  technical  and  fiscal  scope  of  the  project.  No 
doubt  this  is  because  it  has  touched  on  powerfully 
symbolic  ideas  related  to  the  U.S. -Soviet  balance 
of  nuclear  terror. 

Does  this  mean  the  Russians  are  more  interested 
in  arms  reduction  and  more  willing  to  trust  the  U.S. 
One  Soviet  woman  was  highly  excited  and  anxious 
that  westerners  had  been  allowed  into  the  “sacred 
territory  for  the  defense  of  the  nation.”  Does  it 
mean  that  technical  obstacles  to  a CTB  are  about 
to  be  overcome?  Does  it  mean  the  Soviets  are  not 
as  sinister  an  “evil  empire”  as  some  Americans  had 
thought?  Is  it  part  of  a new  era  initiated  by 
Gorbachev?  Will  it  elicit  a correspondingly  positive 
initiative  from  our  government,  perhaps  leading  to 
a completely  changed  atmosphere  between  the  two 
nations?  A project  which  raises  such  possibilities 
naturally  creates  interest  and  excitement  and,  hope- 
fully, some  momentum  toward  peace. 
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Preparing  the  site 
at  Karkaralinsk  for 
nuclear  monitoring 
equipment 
installation. 


Keith  Priestley,  Evgeni  Sutulov,  Oleg  Staljarov,  Jim  Brune, 
Charles  Archambeau,  Tanya  (Interpreter) 


Personal  Reflections 


Nexus  of  Faith 

I would  like  to  reflect  more  personally  on  my 
experience.  One  question  which  has  arisen  for  me 
has  been:  Is  this  a technical  project,  a peace  proj- 
ect, or  does  it  verge  upon  being  a military  project? 

I was  surprised  at  how  strongly  many  of  the  Soviet 
seismologists  were  repulsed  by  the  idea  that  by 
working  on  this  project  and,  perhaps,  by  using 
waves  from  nuclear  explosions,  they  were  somehow 
being  implicated  in  the  “bloody  business”  of  making 
nuclear  weapons.  Apparently  those  aspects  of  seis- 
mology related  to  detecting  nuclear  explosions 
have  been  kept  out  of  the  main  stream  of  research 
by  seismologists  at  the  Institute  of  Physics  of  the 
Earth  (perhaps  it  was  handled  by  some  other  group). 
Nevertheless,  they  were  supportive  because  of  the 
peace  potential  of  the  project.  For  me  this  was  a 
reminder  that  my  faith  is  ultimately  in  “that  of  God 
in  every  person”  and  not  in  a technological  fix  to  the 
the  problems  between  our  two  nations.  I believe 
that  working  together  with  the  Soviets  to  discover 
the  scientific  truths  related  to  monitoring  a test 
ban  is  very  important;  but  I wouldn’t  say  that  the 
“scientific  truths”  are  more  important  than  the 
“working  together.” 


Spiritual  Support 

Throughout  the  project  I was  supported  by  a 
strong  feeling  of  faith  in  the  principle  of  “answer- 
ing that  of  God  in  every  person,”  even  without 
knowing  what  the  actual  Soviet  motives  were,  and 
without  knowing  the  Soviet  scientists  we  would  be 
involved  with.  My  faith  was  strengthened  greatly 
by  my  family  and  by  my  Monthly  Meeting.  Just 
before  leaving,  we  had  a very  supportive  meeting 
for  worship,  which  I thought  of  appreciatively  a 
few  weeks  later  when  we  had  a small  ceremony 
with  the  Soviets  and  Tom  Cochran  of  NRDC  to 
celebrate  our  first  recordings. 

Resurgence  of  Hope 

I believe  that  a resurgence  of  hope  for  U.S.  and 
Soviet  cooperation  for  peace  is  justified.  I believe 
that  U.S.  opinion  is  becoming  conscious  of  the  fu- 
tility of  the  “fear  the  evil  empire”  syndrome  re- 
garding the  Soviet  Union  and  that  the  Soviet  Union 
is  losing  some  of  its  paranoia  with  regard  to  the 
U.S.  Part  of  my  optimism  with  regard  to  the 
Soviets  is  based  on  comparisons  between  my  per- 
ceptions of  the  Soviet  Union  when  I visited  there 
in  1973  and  those  of  my  recent  experience. 

( Continued  on  page  102) 
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Examples  relate  to  (1)  decreased  sensitivity  about 
security,  (2)  greater  openness  to  religious  ideas  and 
(3)  a deeper  and  broader  appreciation  of  Leo 
Tolstoy,  who  in  his  later  years  developed  religious, 
moral,  and  social  ideas  very  compatible  with  those 
of  Friends. 

New  Wave  in  Russia 

With  regard  to  security  sensitivity  I feel  there 
is  truly  a new  wave  in  Russia.  In  1973  the  group 
of  U.S.  scientists  I was  with  was  forced  to  sit  over 
the  wing  of  a jet  transport  and  not  allowed  to  take 
pictures  from  the  air.  In  1986  we  were  permitted 
to  sit  by  windows  and  look  out  and  take  pictures 
from  the  air.  There  was  still  sensitivity  among 
some  Soviets  about  taking  pictures  of  airports;  and, 
upon  entering  one  small  airport,  I was  told  “pic- 
tures were  not  allowed.”  Instinctive  concern  is 
balanced  by  embarrassed  acknowledgement  that 
satellites  are  recording  every  detail  in  both  coun- 
tries. Allowing  westerners  into  this  sensitive  area 
of  the  Soviet  Union  obviously  took  courage  on  the 
part  of  some  Soviets;  but  there  is  widespread 
support  for  and  relief  at  Gorbachev’s  initiatives  to 
open  things  up. 

New  Openness  to  Religion 

Since  by  nature  I am  interested  in  religion,  I 
did  a great  deal  of  probing  both  in  1973  and  1986. 

In  1973  there  was  only  the  most  reluctant  discus- 
sion of  religion.  The  scientists  in  general  indicated 
that  religion  was  dying  out  in  Russia  and  that  only 
a few  old  people  still  believed,  even  though  many 
investigations  showed  that  religious  feelings  were 
strong  and  widespread.  In  1986  when  a Sunday 
was  free  in  our  schedule  we  were  taken  to  the  town 
of  Zagorsk,  a seminary  for  Russian  Orthodox  priests. 
We  observed  services,  mingled  with  the  priests  and 
parishoners,  and  discussed  the  history  of  the  ortho- 
dox church  with  guides,  translators  and  fellow 
scientists.  I was  surprised  to  observe  one  of  the 
Soviet  scientists  correct  the  guide  on  some  of  the 
details  of  the  history  of  the  church.  There  is  appar- 
ently a growing  acknowledgement  of  the  powerful 
role  that  religion  has  played  in  Soviet  history  in  a 
positive  as  well  as  negative  way.  There  seemed  to 
be  a greater  appreciation  of  the  importance  of 


Evgeni  Sutulov,  Jim  Brune,  Keith  Priestley,  Paul 
Bodin  installing  seismic  equipment  at  the  site. 


freedom  of  religion  and  a desire  to  move  forward, 
albeit  cautiously. 

Tolstoy:  Link  Between  Soviets  and  Friends 

The  most  exciting  development  for  me  was  the 
resurgence  of  appreciation  for  Leo  Tolstoy  as  a 
total  person  and  not  just  as  a novelist.  In  1973 
the  scientists,  guides  and  translators  seemed  aware 
only  that  Tolstoy  was  a great  novelist  who  disagreed 
with  the  church.  But  in  1986  many  people  knew 
details  of  his  later  life,  his  religious  conversion  and 
eligious  writing,  his  position  on  social  issues  (even 
when  they  were  counter  to  current  Soviet  ideology) 
and  many  of  his  idiosyncracies  and  family  problems. 
One  Soviet  scientist  joked  about  seeing  Tolstoy 
walking  200  km  from  his  country  estate  to  his 
Moscow  home  in  protest  against  royalty  burdening 
serfs  for  transportation.  Certainly  there  is  no  wide- 
spread acceptance  of  most  of  Tolstoy’s  religious  and 
social  beliefs;  but  there  seems  to  be  an  openness  to 
and  appreciation  of  his  ideas,  as  well  as  new  ideas 
in  general,  in  contrast  to  an  earlier  rigid  fixation  on 
Soviet  ideology. 

When  I was  interviewed  on  Moscow  television 
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at  the  end  of  my  trip,  reference  was  made  to  my 
visit  to  the  grave  of  Tolstoy  at  Yasnaya  Polyana. 

I was  invited  to  give  a statement  on  my  feelings 
about  Tolstoy,  and  in  particular  about  his  religious 
beliefs  which  had  a strong  influence  on  my  earlier 
years. 

Friends  earlier  worked  with  Tolstoy  in  some  of 
his  humanitarian  efforts  and  were  in  general  very 
appreciative  of  his  religious  philosophy.  The  re- 
surgence in  acknowledgement  of  Tolstoy’s  varied 
contributions  to  religion  and  social  philosophy  I 
believe  offers  a good  opportunity  for  future  inter- 
action between  Friends  and  the  Soviets. 

Humanity  of  Soviet  People 

My  final  reflections  on  my  experience  concern 
the  humanity  of  the  Soviet  people  which  unfor- 
tunately has  in  large  part  been  hidden  from  us  by 
political  distortion.  The  real  Gorky  Park  is  filled 
with  families  rowing  in  little  boats  on  the  lake  on 
a Sunday  afternoon,  people  riding  the  ferris  wheel, 
and  little  girls  with  huge  bows  in  their  hair  skip- 
ping along  the  walkway  or  feeding  the  ducks.  On 
my  last  day  in  Gorky  Park  I was  blessed  by  a mov- 
ing experience  of  common  humanity.  As  I was  sit- 
ting on  some  steps  leading  to  the  edge  of  the 
Moscow  River,  watching  the  sun  set  between  dis- 
tant buildings,  surrounded  by  people  doing  the 
same,  a mother  with  two  girls  about  8 to  10  years 
of  age  sat  down  not  far  from  me.  The  girls  began 
playing  skipping  games  with  each  other  on  the 
steps.  As  one  of  them  skipped  closer  to  the  water’s 
edge,  I had  a premonition  that  she  was  about  to 
fall.  Seconds  later  she  skipped  near  the  edge,  lost 
her  footing  and  fell  in.  A young  man  of  about  1 8 
talking  with  his  fellows  nearby  whirled  around  and 
instantly  plunged  into  the  water,  swam  beyond  her 
and  pushed  her  back  to  the  steps  at  the  edge  of  the 
river  so  that  her  mother  could  pull  her  out.  After 
drying  out  a bit,  the  girl  became  involved  with  her 
mother  in  a short  sincere  discussion.  Her  mother 
nodded  her  head  approvingly  and  the  girl  walked 
over  to  the  young  man  who  was  now  joking  among 
his  fellows,  spoke  to  him,  and  he  leaned  over  and 
allowed  her  to  give  him  a thank-you  kiss  on  the 
cheek. 


Mary  Jo  Tremont  Tucker,  Evgeni  Sutulov, 
Jim  Brune  testing  seismic  equipment  at  site. 


1 Funding  for  the  NRDC  project  was  provided  en- 
tirely by  non-government  groups,  including  among 
many,  the  Ford  Foundation,  the  MacArthur  Foun- 
dation and  Mothers  Embracing  Nuclear  Disarma- 
ment (MEND). 

The  project  would  not  have  been  successful  with- 
out the  enthusiastic  students,  technicians  and  others 
who  agreed  to  work  on  this  project  on  short  notice, 
without  any  preguaranty  about  living  conditions. 

(Continued  on  page  108) 
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On  the  Hemlock  Society 

To  the  Editor: 

I was  very  touched  by  Peggy  Pond  Church’s 
letter  in  the  last  Friends  Bulletin  (Jan.  ’87).  She 
had  the  wisdom  and  foresight  to  plan  her  own 
death,  “laying  the  old  body  down”  at  a time  of 
her  choosing.  Not  many  of  us  have  that  courage. 

It  was  my  late  husband  Morgan  who  got  me 
involved  with  the  Euthanasia  Movement;  since  the 
early  1970s  he  had  often  shared  his  thoughts  on 
this  topic.  There  were  times  when  I wondered 
why  he  seemed  so  obsessed  with  death  and  dying; 
when  I questioned  him  about  this  his  answer  was 
“Death  is  the  one  certainty  in  life.  The  sooner  you 
and  we  all  come  to  grips  with  that  fact  by  planning 
for  it,  the  less  fearful  we  need  be.  Of  course  he  was 
right.  And  when  we  found  out  in  1981  that  he  had 
lung  cancer  (though  he  never  smoked),  I was  grate- 
ful that  we,  together,  could  face  the  day-to-day 
problems  and  that  I was  prepared  to  cope,  thanks 
to  him.  He  had  the  means  to  end  his  life  whenever 
he  chose;  he  even  announced  it  to  his  doctors.  In 
the  end,  however,  he  died  naturally. 

In  1977  Morgan  had  stood  by  his  76  year  old 
doctor  friend  who  had  had  Parkinson’s  disease  for 
eleven  years.  His  friend  took  his  life  in  our  home 
in  Swarthmore  after  long  planning  with  us  and  his 
family. 

This  event  undoubtedly  assisted  Friends  in 
Meeting  to  discuss  the  whole  question  concerning 
“Self-determination— is  it  playing  God?”  and  to 
ask,  “What’s  a Living  Will,  Durable  Power  of 
Attorney?  Where  can  one  get  the  pills?” 

In  1975  we  read  about  Derek  Humphrey,  an 
Englishman,  who  had  helped  his  42  year  old  wife 
who  was  suffering  from  terminal  bone  cancer,  to 
end  her  life.  Derek  was  brought  to  Court  in  England 
for  “aiding  his  wife  to  commit  suicide”  but  was 
not  convicted.  After  his  remarriage,  he  and  Ann 
Wicket  settled  in  Southern  California  and  in  1982 
they  started  the  Hemlock  Society.  This  organiza- 
tion has  grown  from  three  people  to  16,000  in  five 
years,  with  local  chapters  all  over  the  U.S.  Our  San 
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Francisco  Chapter  has  more  than  500  members. 
Hemlock’s  aim  is  to  legalize  euthanasia  through 
education,  conferences  and  legislation  or,  at  least, 
to  protect  doctors  or  members  of  the  family.  Al- 
though it  is  not  yet  recognized  officially  as  legal, 
many  doctors  in  Holland  are  practicing  euthanasia 
by  giving  their  terminal  patients  an  injection  which 
puts  them  to  sleep  within  minutes,  often  at  home 
in  their  own  beds.  There  is  no  need  for  all  the  so- 
called  “heroic”  measures  our  doctors  and  nurses 
deem  necessary  in  hospitals  here. 

In  case  you  want  more  information,  write  to 
this  address:  The  Hemlock  Society,  P.  O.  Box 
66218,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90066.  The  telephone 
number  is  (213)  391-1871.  The  address  for  the 
San  Francisco  Chapter  is  P.  O.  Box  210436,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94121.  The  telephone  number  is 
(415)4744289. 

I hope  that  Friends  (and  their  families)  will  help 
each  other  to  bring  these  issues  into  the  open  and 
have  honest  discussions.  Maybe  Peggy  Pond 
Church’s  example  and  her  letter  will  encourage  us 
to  do  this. 

Johanna  Raphael  Sibbett, 

San  Francisco  and  Swarthmore 

Friends  Meetings 

Affirming  Spiritual  Marriage  in  Meeting 

Dear  Editor, 

The  articles  on  same-sex  marriage  stirred  me  to 
reflect  upon  our  past  and  present  experiences  as  a 
society.  When  I first  moved  to  Oregon,  it  was  il- 
legal for  an  oriental-anglo  heterosexual  couple  to 
marry.  The  origins  of  this  law  were  rooted  in  na- 
tionalism, economic  gain,  racial  hostility,  folk  wis- 
dom about  normalcy  and  God’s  will,  dominant 
social  customs,  sexual  fantasies,  and  fear  of  being 
overwhelmed.  The  Oregon  legislature  repealed  the 
law  to  conform  with  court  rulings  in  California  de- 
claring such  laws  unconstitutional.  Obviously  there 
were  matters  of  equality  involved.  A recently  pro- 
posed American  Civil  Liberties  Union  position 
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states:  “The  ACLU  supports  the  legal  recognition 
of  gay  and  lesbian  marriage.  Such  recognition  is 
imperative  for  the  complete  legal  equality  of  les- 
bians and  gay  men  and  to  qualify  gay  men  and  les- 
bian couples  for  all  the  benefits,  rights,  and  respon- 
sibilities of  married  persons.”  The  legal  arguments 
for  this  position  are  based  upon  privacy  and  equality. 

I assume  that  we  recognize  the  legal  inequality 
resulting  from  a refusal  to  legalize  gay  and  lesbian 
marriages:  social  security,  insurance,  pensions, 
parental  rights,  taxation,  etc.  By  our  refusal  to 
recognize  the  spiritual  dimensions  of  same-sex  re- 
lationships, we  serve  as  supporters  of  legal  and 
social  discrimination  toward  lesbian  and  gay  people. 

As  a society  we  need  to  look  at  the  experience 
in  our  Meetings,  as  well  as  in  the  larger  communi- 
ties where  we  live.  I find  gay  and  lesbian  couples 
whose  relationships  manifest  intimacy,  caring,  and 
stability.  Where  this  is  not  present,  we  might  look 
to  the  negative  impact  of  the  larger  society  and 
our  own  meetings  as  a contributing  factor. 

If  we  feel  a check  with  respect  to  the  issue  of 
such  marriages  in  the  Meeting,  we  need  to  explore 
our  feelings  and  our  thoughts.  First,  much  discus- 
sion centers  upon  the  origin  of  sexual  preference. 

Are  we  all  potentially  bi-sexual  and  have  our  pref- 
erences been  determined  by  cultural  experience? 

Are  sexual  preferences  determined  by  hormonal  bal- 
ance or  by  genetic  factors?  We  do  not  have  any 
definitive  answer  as  to  why  people  are  bi-sexual, 
homosexual,  or  heterosexual.  What  does  origin 
have  to  say  about  the  value  or  quality  of  a class 
of  relationships  and  how  we  should  view  them? 

If  we  are  unsettled  about  gay  and  lesbian  mar- 
riages, we  need  to  ask  ourselves,  “To  whom  does 
this  problem  belong?”  If  it  belongs  to  us,  then 
there  are  questions.  “Have  my  own  fears,  uncer- 
tainties, social  homophobia,  or  unsatisfactory  sexual 
experience  caused  me  to  reject  the  different  experi- 
ences of  others?”  “Have  I projected  upon  God  my 
own  fears  and  uncertainties,  using  religious  disap- 
proval as  a way  to  support  my  own  cultural  position?” 

As  Friends,  we  have  rejected  the  Catholic  argu- 
ment that  sex  is  acceptable  only  for  reproduction. 
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We  recognize  that  sex  has  its  own  values  in  expres- 
sing tenderness  and  caring.  Thus,  there  are  couples 
who  choose  not  to  have  children  or  who  are  bio- 
logically incapable  because  of  age  or  same  gender 
identity. 

As  students  of  culture,  we  see  how  sex  roles 
vary  around  the  world.  We  can  also  note  many 
destructive  elements  in  the  traditional  male  and 
female  sex  roles  in  our  culture.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  roles  that  seem  “normal”  for  all  times  and  all 
places.  If  this  be  true,  there  is  no  role  reason  why 
a married  couple  must  be  male  and  female. 

“But,”  one  of  my  friends  says,  “I  don’t  want  to 
encourage  it.”  Our  role  as  parents  and  Friends 
would  seem  to  be  not  to  encourage  people  to  be 
single,  to  marry,  to  re-marry,  to  marry  a person  of 
the  same  sex,  to  marry  a person  of  the  opposite 
sex,  to  marry  someone  of  another  race,  ethnic 
group,  or  religion,  but  to  support  that  possibility. 

Then  the  question  becomes  “How  can  we  as  citizens, 
as  Monthly  Meetings,  and  as  fellow  worshippers  in 
the  Society  of  Friends  support  caring  and  loving  re- 
lationships, some  of  which  happen  to  be  of  the 
same  sex?”  We  affirm  that  spiritual  marriage  in  the 
Meeting  is  important.  If  so,  let  us  make  it  more  in- 
clusive. In  this  process  we  might  receive  far  more 
than  we  give. 

Paul  Davis,  Corvallis  Monthly  Meeting 

Ceremony  of  Commitment  Preferred 

Dear  Friends, 

A group  of  Friends  in  Southern  California  re- 
cently considered  the  idea  of  same-sex  marriage. 

While  all  were  glad  to  see  homosexuals  wishing 
to  relate  to  each  other  as  couples,  and  all  were  easy 
with  the  idea  of  a Ceremony  of  Commitment  to 
the  relationship,  all  were  agreed  that  this  was  not 
the  time  for  Friends  to  call  such  a relation  “marriage.” 

Paul  Johnson,  Orange  Grove  Meeting 
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“The  Ideal  Toward  Which  We  Should  Strive” 

This  Minute  was  prepared  in  response  to  the  1985- 
1986  Report  of  the  North  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
Steering  Committee  Clerk  to  Yearly  Meeting  ses- 
sions in  which  the  Annual  Session  Ministry  and 
Oversight  Committee  was  asked  to  start  a process 
to  “seek  to  increase  our  understanding  of  all  our 
committed  relationships,”  specifically  with  regard 
to  the  subject  of  homosexuality. 

After  prayerful  consideration  of  this  concern,  the 
San  Juan  Worship  Group  unites  in  the  following 
minute: 

The  paramount  committed  relationship  for  any 
Friend  is  that  individual’s  committed  relationship 
with  God.  Understanding  our  human  relationships 
must  start  with  our  understanding  of  this  overriding 
divine  relationship. 

Relationships  among  individuals  may  be  of  various 
kinds  and  of  different  degrees  of  commitment.  We 
believe  that  ideally  the  deepest  commitment  is  be- 
tween a man  and  a woman  in  marriage  in  the  pres- 
ence of  God,  and  we  approve  the  present  treatment 
of  marriage  in  North  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting’s  Faith 
and  Practice.  We  feel  strongly  that  a basic  family 
unit  of  a loving  father,  mother,  and  children  is  the 
ideal  towards  which  we  should  strive;  it  is  the  cre- 
ative kinship  with  the  Divine. 

We  recognize  the  possibility  of  deep  and  loving 
relationships  between  two  or  more  individuals  of 
the  same  sex,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  deny  the  va- 
lidity and  depth  of  many  such  relationships.  How- 
ever, we  are  not  comfortable  with  a general  endorse- 
ment of  homosexuality.  We  may  care  deeply  for 
fellow  Friends  who  have  chosen  such  a lifestyle 
without  believing  the  choice  is  equal  to  the  ideal. 

We  are  not  convinced  that  recognizing  an  in- 
dividual’s right  to  certain  beliefs  or  courses  of  ac- 
tion requires  that  we  endorse  them,  thereby  va- 
lidating them  for  this  and,  most  significantly,  for 
the  next  generation. 

Positive  Outcome  of  Clearness  Process  on  a Same- 
Sex  Marriage 

The  Marriage  Clearness  Committee  reported  that 
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its  deliberations  were  deep  and  searching  and  fruit- 
ful and  that  all  involved  had  been  very  open  to  one 
another.  They  feel  Janet  Bullock  and  Violette 
Duroux  are  ready  to  make  a permanent  commitment 
to  each  other.  The  committee  recommends  with 
great  joy  and  affection  that  Janet  and  Violette  be 
married  under  the  care  of  the  Meeting.  The  report 
was  accepted.  Ministry  and  Oversight  will  soon 
schedule  a threshing  session  for  consideration  and 
seasoning.  Packets  of  background  information  are 
available  from  Lois  Bailey.  Friends  are  encouraged 
to  read  the  section  on  marriage  in  Faith  and 
Practice , pp  50-56. 

(From  Grass  Valley  Friends  Meeting,  Newsletter, 
January,  1987) 

Minute  Adopted  by  Santa  Barbara  Friends  Meeting, 
December,  1986,  Concerning  Guidance  as  to 
Membership 

While  there  are  some  Friends  in  our  Meeting  who 
are  uncomfortable  with  a number  of  areas  in  the  re- 
cently published  Faith  and  Practice  (1985)  we 
would  like  to  address,  at  this  time,  only  one  area— 
namely,  that  section  pertaining  to  membership. 

This  particular  area  affects  not  only  those  persons 
who  might  apply  for  membership,  but  also  those 
Friends  who  have  become  members  in  the  past  and 
their  understanding  of  the  guidelines  for  member- 
ship. 

For  our  membership  purposes,  we  shall  not  limit 
ourselves  to  the  phrase  “The  Light  of  Christ,  which 
is  the  source  of  all  our  inner  Light”  (page  45)  but 
shall  use  the  phrase,  “the  inner  Light”  as  defined 
by  John  Woolman: 

There  is  a principle  which  is  pure,  placed 
in  the  human  mind,  which  in  different  places 
and  ages  hath  had  different  names.  It  is  how- 
ever, pure  and  proceeds  from  God.  It  is  deep 
and  inward,  confined  to  no  forms  of  religion, 
nor  excluded  from  any,  where  the  heart  stands 
in  perfect  sincerity.  In  whomsoever  this  takes 
root  and  grows,  of  what  nation  soever,  they 
become  brethren  in  the  best  sense  of  the 
expression. 
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A light-Hearted  Answer  to  Christian  Terminology 
“Call  It  What  Tha’  Likes” 

Colin  was  a sickly,  spoiled,  angry  bed-ridden  ten- 
year-old  who  believed  he  would  either  die  soon  or 
grow  up  to  be  a hunchback.  (Do  you  remember 
the  story,  The  Secret  Garden , by  Frances  Hodgson 
Burnett?)  With  the  help  of  Mary  and  Dickon,  who 
became  his  friends  and  introduced  him  to  the  Magic, 
he  was  transformed  into  a busy,  happy  boy  with  a 
love  for  plants  and  flowers  and  animals. 

One  fine  day  when  spring  had  filled  the  garden 
with  life  and  color,  and  Colin  had  learned  to  walk— 
and  run— he  burst  out  with,  “I  shall  live  forever!  . . . 
I’m  well!  I’m  well!  ...  I feel  as  if  I want  to  shout 
out  something— something  thankful,  joyful!” 

The  gruff  gardener  suggested  he  might  sing  the 
Doxology.  “What  is  that?”  asked  Colin.  Dickon, 
who  had  heard  it  sung  in  church,  sang  it  and  taught 
it  to  his  friends.  They  all  sang: 

Praise  God  from  whom  all  blessings  flow, 

Praise  Him  all  creatures  here  below, 

Praise  him  above  ye  heavenly  Host, 

Praise  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost. 

As  they  finished,  Dickon’s  warm-hearted  mother 
arrived  in  the  garden.  Colin  asked  her,  “Do  you  be- 
lieve in  Magic?” 

She  answered  in  her  Yorkshire  brogue:  “That  I 
do,  lad.  I never  knowed  it  by  that  name,  but  what 
does  th’  name  matter?  . . . Th’  same  thing  as  set  th’ 
seeds  swellin’  an’  th’  sun  shinin’  made  thee  a well 
lad.  . . an’  call  it  what  tha’  likes.  Tha’  were  singin’ 
to  it  when  I come  into  the  garden  ...  It  would  ha’ 
listened  to  anything  tha’d  sung.  It  was  the  joy  that 
mattered.  Eh!  lad,  lad— what’s  names  to  th’  Joy 
Maker?” 

Does  this  not  speak  to  all  of  us  in  our  tendency 
to  take  too  seriously  the  matter  of  using  or  not 
using  Christian  terminology? 

Margaret  Dimock,  Grass  Valley  Friends 
Meeting 
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A Plea  to  Distribute  Widely  “The  Myth  of  Reactor 
Safety” 

Dear  Editor: 

The  commentary  of  A.  Stanley  Thompson  on 
“The  Myth  of  Reactor  Safety”  is  very  significant 
and  should  be  given  a much  wider  distribution  in 
the  United  States  than  the  Friends  Bulletin  can 
provide. 

In  this  respect,  I am  certain  that  Friend 
Thompson  remembers  when  all  aspects  of  the  de- 
velopment and  regulation  of  atomic  energy  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission.  My 
memory  for  dates  is  faulty  in  this  respect;  but  the 
separation  of  the  development  and  regulatory  func- 
tions into  two  agencies  came  about  because  of  in- 
ternal conflict  in  the  A.E.C.  between  those  who 
were  aware  of  the  extreme  risks  and  those  who 
sought  to  promote  the  use  of  atomic  energy  in  the 
belief  that  the  advantages  far  outweighed  the  risks. 

Unfortunately,  the  essential  decision,  though 
surely  not  absolute,  was  between  the  physicists  and 
the  engineers  in  the  A.E.C. , as  reported  in  Science , 
the  weekly  journal  of  the  American  Association 
for  the  Advancement  of  Science.  These  reports  in- 
dicated that  some  of  the  strongest  advocates  of 
nuclear  energy  were  “in  the  pocket”  of  the  indus- 
try, having  pecuniary  interests  in  promoting  the 
construction  of  reactors.  The  administrative  solu- 
tion was  the  separation  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Agency  as  an  independent  entity. 

My  intent  is  not  to  condemn  nuclear  engineers 
en  masse  but  to  point  to  the  difference  in  objec- 
tives between  science,  oriented  toward  discovery  of 
the  workings  of  Nature,  and  technology,  which 
directs  its  efforts  toward  the  application  of  that 
knowledge.  In  this  respect,  I note  that  the  research 
aspect  of  nuclear  energy  involves  a wide  range  of 
scientists  which  includes  biologists  with  an  interest 
in  biophysics  all  the  way  to  ecologists  who  use 
radioactive  substances  to  determine  the  characteris- 
tics of  ecological  systems.  Unfortunately,  much  of 
the  data  about  the  effects  of  accumulated  radio- 
activity upon  life  in  general  is  not  “big  news,” 

(Continued  on  page  108) 
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whereas  technological  advances  which  promise  the 

“good  life”  (as  well  as  profit)  are. 

Although  not  a biologist  who  has  worked  with 
nuclear  materials,  I share  Friend  Thompson’s  assess- 
ment of  the  great  risks  of  poisoning  the  earth  for- 
ever. 

Consequently,  I urge  Friends  of  Pacific  Yearly 
Meeting  to  find  a way  to  distribute  the  commentary 
of  A.  Stanley  Thompson  as  widely  as  possible, 
either  through  re-publication  or  by  individual  action 
with  his  consent,  for  the  small  cost  of  photocopy- 
ing and  postage  is  nothing  compared  to  the  costs 
to  come. 

Frank  Shutts,  Claremont  Friends 
Meeting  and  Hermosillo  Worship  Group 


(Reflections:  Cont.  from  page  103) 

[Editorial  update:  In  a telephone  interview 
(2/25/87)  Jim  Brune  expressed  regret  and  dismay 
that  the  Soviet  scientists  scheduled  to  install  seismic 
monitoring  equipment  in  three  locations  near  the 
Nevada  Test  Site  have  been  delayed  indefinitely 
from  completing  the  project  by  the  unreasonable 
demands  and  constraints  placed  on  their  visas  by 
the  National  Security  Council.  The  scientists  need 
two  months  in  which  to  complete  the  work  and  are 
being  limited  to  seven  days.  Further,  they  must 
agree  to  participate  in  observing  a nuclear  explo- 
sion in  the  U.S.  which  is  to  be  a demonstration  of 
CORRTEX  (a  method  for  measuring  nuclear  explo- 
sion yields).  This  they  refuse  to  do  since  it  is  not 
part  of  their  purpose  as  scientists  in  this  project. 
Thus  the  Reagan  administration  is  not  affording 
reciprocal  freedoms  to  Soviet  scientists  which  the 
Soviet  government  extended  U.S.  scientists. 

What  can  we  do  to  break  this  deadlock?  Friends 
may  wish  to  contact  the  State  Department,  the 
White  House,  and  Congressional  Representatives. 
(The  State  Dept,  did  not  place  the  restrictions. 

They  were  overridden  by  the  NSC,  now  in  much 
disarray.] 


All  photo  credits:  Soviet  Press  Team 


Review 

Friendly  Answers  To  Questions  About  American 
Quakers , by  FWCC.  1986  Revision.  6 pages.  $.25. 
Discount  for  bulk  orders. 

The  Friends  World  Committee  for  Consultation, 
Section  of  the  Americas,  has  just  issued  a revision 
of  the  leaflet,  Friendly  Answers , originally  written 
by  Charles  Cooper  of  Santa  Barbara  Meeting.  This 
is  a leaflet  that  should  be  widely  used  in  our 
Meetings  not  only  to  educate  ourselves  about  the 
wider  family  of  Friends,  but  to  help  seekers  who 
visit  our  Meetings  gain  authentic  information  about 
Quakerism.  Among  the  questions  addressed  are: 
What  do  Friends  believe?  How  can  Friends  differ 
so  widely  in  their  religious  beliefs?  What  are  their 
principal  concerns,  activities  and  testimonies?  How 
do  people  become  members  of  the  Society  of 
Friends? 

Copies  may  be  ordered  from  FWCC,  1506  Race 
Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102,  or  at  AFSC  Book- 
stores in  Pasadena  or  San  Francisco. 

Letters 

Experiencing  Friends  in  East  and  West  Germany 

Dear  Friends, 

Mail  is  always  welcome  during  our  exchange 
year  here  in  Germany,  but  today’s  post  was  espe- 
cially exciting.  It  brought  our  December  copy  of 
Friends  Bulletin  and  also  an  invitation  to  attend 
the  DDR  (East  German)  Yearly  Meeting  on 
March  5-8.  Heinrich  Bruchner,  whose  daughter 
attended  PYM  in  1985,  also  sent  forms  which  will 
enable  us  to  obtain  special  visas  for  the  visit.  At 
about  the  time  you  read  this,  we  should  be  meeting 
with  the  fifty  Quakers  of  the  DDR. 

Two  weeks  ago  Walt  and  I arose  at  4:00  a.m.  and 
drove  to  Berlin  where  we  joined  the  East  Berlin 
Friends  for  Meeting.  As  we  passed  through  Check- 
point Charlie,  I noticed  the  date,  December  7th, 
and  remembered  (as  many  of  my  generation  do) 
exactly  where  I sat  as  I listened  to  the  radio  that 
day  in  1941 . The  world  has  experienced  much 
since  then  and  later,  as  we  sat  in  silence,  I thought 
of  the  destruction  of  World  War  II,  the  rebuilding 
and  the  Wall.  But  the  Light,  symbolized  in  German 
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worship  groups  by  a candle  in  the  middle  of  the 
circle,  kept  shining  as  eternal  Hope. 

Otto  Karguth,  an  85-year-old  Friend  in 
Gottingen  Meeting,  recently  showed  us  some  of  his 
paintings  depicting  the  destruction  and  refugees  he 
saw  in  the  1940’s.  But  in  each  picture,  no  matter 
how  terrible  the  scene,  he  always  included  a sym- 
bol of  hope— a new  baby,  a ray  of  sunshine  or  a 
tiny  garden  cultivated  among  the  ruins.  Those  who 
have  really  known  war  work  very  hard  here  for 
peace. 

We  treasure  this  year’s  experiences  and  new 
friends,  and  wish  you  could  share  them  with  us. 

With  love, 

Phyllis  and  Walt  Jones,  San  Diego  Meeting 
Richtweg  9,  3160  Lehrte  / Hannover, 

West  Germany 

Needed:  More  Viable,  Nonviolent  Choices 

Dear  Friends, 

The  image  presented  by  the  movie  Mission  is 
that  there  were  two  choices:  the  Jesuit  priests 
could  join  the  South  American  Indians  in  fighting 
the  soldiers;  or  they  could  stay  with  mostly  wo- 
men and  children  in  the  chapel  singing  Christian 
songs.  Both  choices  resulted  in  the  deaths  of  the 
Jesuit  priests.  Most,  if  not  all,  of  the  adult  Indians 
were  also  killed. 

My  emotional  response  to  the  movie  was  anger. 
Anger  that  I was  sitting  there  watching  the  violence 
of  battle.  But,  even  more,  anger  at  the  message: 
that  there  were  only  two  choices. 

The  “higher-up  Catholic,”  who  told  the  Jesuit 
Father  that  the  missions  were  being  transferred  to 
the  Portugese  and  therefore  would  no  longer  be 
under  the  protection  of  the  Church,  told  the  Indians 
to  go  back  to  the  forest.  But  that  was  not  consid- 
ered a viable  choice  as  a small  child  tells  a priest, 

“I  don’t  want  to  go  to  the  forest.  The  devil  is  there.” 

I wondered,  from  whom  did  the  child  get  the 
idea  that  the  devil  was  in  the  forest?  My  impres- 
sion from  Mission  was  that  the  forest  had  been  the 
peoples’  home  until  the  priests  had  arrived. 

Isn’t  God  everywhere,  including  the  forest? 
Including  a hiding  place— where  one  can  seek  God’s 


guidance  to  find  ways  of  being  that  not  only  de- 
crease one’s  own  violence,  but  make  it  more  likely 
others  will  be  non-violent? 

I have  an  image.  The  priests  go  with  the  Indians 
into  the  forest.  Eventually  some  of  the  Indians  are 
caught  and  sold  as  slaves.  The  priests  insist  on  go- 
ing with  them  and  also  being  treated  as  slaves. 

Surely  there  are  other  images. 

I respect  that  the  priests— both  those  choosing 
violence  and  those  choosing  to  stay  with  the  sing- 
ing—were  seeking  faithfulness.  But,  I fear  for  all 
of  us  if  we  do  not  expand  our  thinking  to  include 
more  viable,  nonviolent  choices. 

Deb  Sawyer,  Salt  Lake  Monthly  Meeting 


Announcements 

Quaker  Delegation  to  El  Salvador 

A Quaker  delegation  to  El  Salvador  will  take 
place  May  9-17.  It  will  be  a national  delegation, 
drawing  on  meetings  and  Quaker  organizations 
from  throughout  the  country.  The  purpose  of  the 
delegation  is  two-fold: 

1)  to  better  inform  Quakers  of  the  reality 
of  El  Salvador  today. 

2)  to  work  on  lobbying  regarding  El  Salvador- 
related  issues  in  Congress  upon  return.  A 
commitment  to  follow-up  work  will  be 
required. 

Friends  have  long  been  deeply  concerned  with 
issues  of  peace  and  have  been  active  in  promoting 
peaceful  resolution  of  conflict  in  many  parts  of 
the  world.  El  Salvador  is  entering  its  eighth  year 
of  civil  war,  a war  which  is  financed  by  our  own 
government  and  which  many  feel  would  not  con- 
tinue without  that  support.  How  can  we  as  U.S. 
citizens  hear  the  voice  of  Salvadorans  regarding 
their  wishes  for  a peaceful  future  for  their  own 
country  and  work  toward  bringing  that  about? 

For  more  information  contact:  Liz  Yeats, 

3910  Raintree  Drive,  Greensboro,  NC  27407, 
(919)  294-0301. 
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Montana  Gathering  nt  French 


"Every  gun  that  is  made 

every  warship  launched,  every  rocket  fired 
signifies,  in  the  final  sense,  a theft 
from  those  who  hunger  and  are  not  fed, 
those  who  are  Cold  and  are  not  clothed." 


President  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 


(Quakers) 


Peace  and  Outreach  Project  of  Montana  Friends 

This  billboard  is  the  result  of  a Peace  and  Outreach  project  of  Montana  Gathering  of  Friends.  The 
project  began  almost  two  years  ago  as  a conceived  response  to  the  many  military  recruiting  billboards, 
magazine  and  broadcast  media  ads  for  which  we  pay  so  much  in  the  way  of  taxes  and  which  have  the 
destructive  purpose  and  effect  of  acculturating  our  youth  to  the  “normalcy”  of  the  military.  Many, 
many  different  pictures,  slogans,  and  quotes  were  considered.  Much  “seasoning”  was  done  in  time- 
honored  Quaker  fashion.  With  the  realization  that  no  one  choice  would  (or  could)  be  perfect  we  settled 
on  this  quote  from  President  Eisenhower.  It  is  from  a speech  to  the  American  Society  of  Newspaper 
Editors  on  April  16,  1953.  The  full  text  is  available  on  request. 

This  billboard  poster  is  available  to  Quaker  and  other  peace  groups  for  only  $50.  The  white  stripe  at 
the  bottom  of  the  poster  is  blank  to  enable  local  groups  to  stencil  their  name.  The  bill  board  companies 
can  often  provide  this  service  at  minimal  cost.  In  Montana  we  have  been  fortunate  to  obtain  a special 
“public  service  rate”  of  only  $90  per  month  rental  fee. 

To  obtain  posters  simply  send  a check  for  $50  each  payable  to  Billings  Monthly  Meeting,  or  write  to 
us  for  further  information,  (c/o  Ira  Byock,  2536  Lariat  Trail,  Billings,  MT  59105.) 


Thomas  E.  Towe,  Montana  Gathering  of  Friends 


HELP 

The  Al-Amal  Child  Care  Center  for  pre-school 
children  in  Bethlehem  answers  a great  need  in  south 
Bethlehem  where  many  families  are  fatherless  and 
mothers  must  work  outside  their  homes  and  neigh- 
borhoods. This  center  serves  more  than  a hundred 
children.  Hot  lunches  are  provided  by  the  UN 
Relief  Works  Agency. 

Mr.  Issa,  the  director  of  the  center,  is  coming  to 
the  United  States  in  March  and  would  speak  to  in- 


terested groups  or  individuals  while  here.  He  is 
asking  help  with  travel  expenses.  Tax-deductible 
donations  can  be  made  in  care  of  the  San  Fernando 
Valley  Meeting,  P.  O.  Box  4655,  Sylmar,  CA  91342. 
Make  checks  to  the  meeting  and  mark  them  “for 
Al-Amal.” 

If  you  are  interested  in  hearing  Mr.  Issa,  contact 
the  American  Friends  Service  Committee  in  Pasadena, 
(818)  791-1978. 
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YOUNG  FRIENDS  DAYBOOK 

Greetings  from  the  1986/87  Western  Young  Friends  New  Year’s  Gathering 

The  tapestry  of  the  gathering  is  more  than  a decade  old.  Each  year  new  colors  are  woven  in  as  the 
picture  evolves.  This  year,  as  we  gather,  we  see  holes  in  the  picture  reflecting  the  absence  of  familiar 
Friends.  New  colors  and  younger  Friends  are  being  woven  in,  changing  the  image  as  they  become  central 
and  vital  to  the  gathering. 

It  is  a time  of  coming  home. 

It  is  a time  of  letting  go  and  learning  trust.  It  is  a time  for  seasoned  Friends  to  trust  that  the  gathering 
will  be  enriched  as  younger  Friends  assume  leadership  roles  and  bring  their  special  creativity  to  treasured 
traditions. 

Our  changes  reflect  the  needs  of  those  assembled  here.  There  is  a place  for  silence  and  a place  for 
noise.  There  is  opportunity  to  be  together  or  isolated,  and  still  be  surrounded  by  love. 

This  gathering  fosters  a safe  environment  for  festering  wounds  to  erupt,  become  painful,  and  heal.  This 
healing  process  happens  on  a spiritual,  physical,  and  emotional  plane.  It  is  clear  the  three  are  entertwined. 
In  the  course  of  our  lives,  each  of  us  experiences  personal  healing  crises.  While  we  find  support  from 
loving  Friends,  it  becomes  clear  that  healing  happens  only  as  each  of  us  embraces  our  pain  and  accepts  its 
lessons.  As  we  go  through  the  healing  process,  we  begin  to  understand  the  necessity  of  nurturing  our- 
selves in  order  to  be  effective  and  powerful  healers  in  the  world.  This  does  not  mean  personal  and  global 
healing  can’t  happen  simultaneously. 

This  year  we  gathered  in  the  early  morning  hours  to  join  a global  meditation  for  peace.  We  prayed 
and  reflected  on  the  meaning  of  peace.  We  held  in  the  Light  areas  of  the  world,  both  unfamiliar  and  close 
to  home,  that  struggle  with  violence,  hunger,  and  oppression.  As  we  joined  in  meditation  with  people  all 
over  the  world  we  felt  the  power  of  unity. 

We  will  return  to  Camp  Myrtlewood,  Oregon,  next  year  December  28th  to  January  2nd. 

On  behalf  of  Western  Young  Friends, 

Margaret  L.  Willits,  co-clerk 
James  Navarro,  co-clerk 


Friends  Music  Camp 

Friends  Music  Camp  invites 
inquiries  about  our  summer  pro- 
gram for  10-18  year  olds.  The 
camp,  which  features  music, 
Quaker  experience  and  commu- 
nity, meets  at  Olney  Friends 
School  in  Barnesville,  Ohio. 

Dates  in  1987  are  July  12- August 
9.  For  information  and  brochure, 
write  FMC,  P.  O.  Box  427,  Yellow 
Springs,  OH  45387;  or  phone 
(513)767-1311. 


LASER:  A Peace  Newsletter  for 
Children 

I put  out  a peace  newsletter  for  chil- 
dren 9-15,  called  LASER , which  empha- 
sizes the  hopeful.  Sample  copy  $1,  sub- 
scription $12  for  10  issues  (monthly 
except  July  and  August).  LASER  has 
been  going  for  nearly  five  years,  with 
subscribers  in  27  states,  England,  Korea, 
Australia  and  Japan.  Order  from  Teddy 
Milne,  15  Walnut  St.,  Northampton, 

MA  01060. 
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Calendar  Additions 

March,  1987 

14  AFSC  Pacific  Southwest  Region’s 

Annual  Meeting  at  Holman  Methodist 
Church,  Los  Angeles.  1 : 30  p.m.  Dr. 
Thomas  Kilgore  will  speak  on  “Seeking 
Peace  and  Justice  in  the  Midst  of 
Diversity.” 

27-29  Creating  New  Relationships,  a work- 
shop for  men  and  women  with  Bob 
and  Margaret  Blood.  Quaker  Center, 
Box  686,  Ben  Lomond,  CA  95005. 

27-29  So.  CA  Friends  Conference  on  Religion 
and  Psychology’s  Sixth  Annual  Confer- 
ence at  the  Astara  Center,  Upland,  CA. 
Ellie  Foster,  Marriage  and  Family  Coun- 
selor, will  lead  discussions  on  love  and 
relationships.  Contact  Jean  Malcolm, 
Registrar,  6475  Dwane  Ave.,  San  Diego, 
CA  92120.  Tel.  (619)287-4127. 

April,  1987 

04  Arizona  Half-Yearly  Meeting,  Phoenix 
Meeting  House 

24-26  Sanctuary  and  Structural  Liberty,  Jim 
Corbett,  weekend  workshop,  Ben 
Lomond  Quaker  Center 

June,  1987 

21-28  and  John  Woolman  School  Workcamps. 

28-July  5 Contact  Russ  and  Mary  Jorgensen, 

7899  St.  Helena  Rd.,  Santa  Rosa,  CA 
95404.  Tel.  (707)  538-1502. 

July,  1987 

2-14  Quaker  United  Nations  Summer  School 
in  Geneva,  Switzerland,  for  ages  20-25. 
Apply  to  Personnel  Dept.,  Friends 
House,  Euston  Rd.,  London  NW1  2BJ, 
Great  Britain. 
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1987  YEARLY  MEETING  DATES 

June  9-14  Intermountain  Yearly  Meeting, 
Ghost  Ranch,  Abiquiu,  NM 

July  22-26  North  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting, 
Linfield  College,  McMinneville, 
OR 

August  3-8  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting, 

Craig  Hall,  Chico,  CA 


Sal <*01  Friends  Meeting  Nurtures  Retirement  Center 

At  the  January,  1987,  meeting  of  Willamette 
Quarterly  Meeting  developing  plans  for  a Friendly 
retirement  community  in  Salem,  OR,  were  discussed. 

Willamette  Community  Homes,  a cooperative 
and  mutual  association,  is  to  be  built  and  opened 
in  1988.  Vance  and  Betsee  MacDowell  of  Salem 
Meeting  have  been  active  in  planning  the  three 
types  of  living  arrangements:  congregate,  indepen- 
dent and  residential  infirmary  care.  For  more  in- 
formation about  the  Association  write  to  Salem 
Friends  Meeting  c/o  YWCA,  768  State  St.,  Salem, 

OR  97301,  attention:  R.  V.  MacDowell. 


